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of a wage-earning class, which was destined eventually to
supersede villeinage and become the basis of modern rural
society.
The slaves, who account for 9 per cent, of the Domesday The slaves
population, were the most dependent class in the manorial
community. They are chiefly numerous in the West of
England, where they often represented a considerable
element, and it is reasonable to suppose that they included
large numbers of the conquered race. Their condition is
uncertain and altogether their history is very obscure.
To some extent they must have been employed about the
lord's household, but they were also assigned an important
share in the manorial husbandry. In the capacity of oxmen
(bovarii) they were entrusted with the charge of the plough-
team on the lord's demesne1. Sometimes, it is true, the
bovarii were freemen2, but the proportion of slaves to the
ploughs on the demesne seems to justify the connexion
which has been established between them. Already in
1086, however, they had begun to disappear, and in all likeli-
hood they were absorbed into the class of bordars, whose
increase in numbers was one of the most marked effects of
the Norman Conquest. The passage from slavery to serf-
dom would be accomplished by settling them upon the
soil, endowing them with a few acres of land, and exacting
purely agricultural services.
The tenants in villeinage formed an indispensable element Thefru
in the structure of the manor.    In this respect they differedienants*
fundamentally from the free tenants, who were not an integral
part of the manorial system but in a sense stood outside
the manorial economy.    Their position was exceptional.
, They were attached to the manor mainly by the relatively
slight services which they owed to the lord in recognition
of his authority over them.   They were of course equally
concerned with the other villagers in the joint agriculture
1  Round, in Victoria County History, Herefordshire, i. 288-289; Victoria
County History, Essex, i. 361-362 ;   Victoria County History, Warwickshire,
i. 286.
2  This is admitted by Round, in Victoria County History, Worcestershire,
i. 274-276.    See also Tait, in Victoria County History, Shropshire, i. 302-303;
and in The Domesday Survey of Cheshire (ed. J. Tait, 1916), 68-69.
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